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10/28/66 


Dear Mr. C* f 






If I don t answer letters as they come In, they’d accumulate and I f d neter 
get to do it* Haven’t time for a long re ly. 

On the basis of what I know and what I've rend in Lane’s thet I c^n credit, 

I see nothing solid to add to what I said: that Ruby coul j kill Oswald only because 
the police made it possible. To adu to whot is sufficient to indict them without a . 
really solid bsse for edding is not responsible, and on this subject we must muster 
the greatest responsibility . This 1 does not address what we think, for our minds must 
be unre strain ad # °nly What we say. 

Can you visualize any alliance between the Dallas police and the left? 

I think yr>u have rood r ert 2 of my book too hastily, judging on your 
comment on Buchanon. Remember, he end Joasten worked and wrote when they did not t&5 
have the advantages of the Commission’s material* 

. . •• ' 

•- * ? : 'J 

r opkin has done nothing* The terrific Job you speak of ife a transparency. 

c — The challenge to produce new material is e diversion* What 1 b wrong with the 
<4ia that was igno.eu, misused, abused, evaded? And i have ^hat for the Report is sn 
abundance of new material. 

- • iV, 

^ou w^ll soon learn there was no second Oswald - just a false one or ones. 

^opklu didn t dare take ray entire title. There was no need for plastic surgery. 

^'ry thinking of Oswald as merely a patsy. 

Sincerely, 


